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4. Do the authors have access to a wide pool of native speakers to read non-English articles? Some statement about this should be included in the protocol. 5. Meta regression: specify the software that might be used for this analysis and define what you mean by "if sufficient data are available, a meta analysis...will be conducted." What meets the threshold of 'sufficient data'? 6. Ethics: simply state that the included articles will be reviewed for an ethics statement. 7. State the role of industry in the conception and design of the review, e.g., did industry review the protocol and will it review any future publication prior to journal submission, does the corresponding author have complete freedom to publish results without the need to check with industry?
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GENERAL COMMENTS
This is a well-design and well-written paper. I only have one minor suggestion: as far as I know, some studies estimated the costs using resource use data and unit cost of the resources. If available, the summary of data sources to estimate unit cost would be useful and could guide study design for future studies, which aims to estimated the costs related to dementia.
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Carys Jones Institution and Country: Research Officer at Bangor University, United Kingdom Please state any competing interests or state 'None declared': I am on the editorial team for a forthcoming book which two of the authors will be contributing to.
Please leave your comments for the authors below This protocol outlines a systematic review of resource utilisation and costs for people living with dementia and their carers. The justification and methods are written clearly, and the resulting dataset will be of interest to the research community worldwide as no restrictions are being placed on study location or language.
Minor point:
The protocol could clarify how data from multiple time-points of the same study will be handled-e.g. will information from baseline and follow-up points be individually extracted or summed?
Response: Thank you for your comment. We have added the following text to the manuscript (Page 7): "Where studies present multiple data points, all relevant data points will be individually extracted and kept separate for analysis. For example, data will be individually extracted from studies that present data from multiple time points, studies that present data from multiple countries and studies that present data from multiple settings (e.g. community and institutionalised)."
